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Testimony on the Governor’s Proposed FY21 Budget Adjustments: Education

Co-Chairs Senator Osten and Representative Walker, and other distinguished members of the
Appropriations Committee, my name is Subira Gordon and | am Executive Director of ConnCAN.

As education policy advocates, we often discuss granular questions at length, and broad questions
briefly. I'm sure the members of this committee can relate, given your role in negotiating line items on
the state budget. Yet, when ConnCAN speaks with parents and families across the state, broad
guestions, the questions that keep parents up at night, reign.

Questions like: How are the kids? How’s school going this year? What schools make the most sense for
my child, given their learning needs? Are we doing enough to support our children in their education? Are
our schools accountable to us, the community?

So today, I'm going to focus on those kitchen table questions, because, when all things are said and
done, they matter most to the families that invest in, and rely on our public education system.

Before | begin, I'd like to acknowledge the work that this committee has done over the last few years to
invest in Connecticut schools. You have substantially increased Education Cost Sharing (ECS) funds,
made record investments in vital schools of choice like magnets and charters and supported students in
after-school programming that enriches the mind, body and spirit. We hope you will continue to invest
in public education because it’s necessary for our students, our businesses, our communities and our
state.

Kitchen Table Question #1: Which schools make the most sense for my child, given their learning
needs?

Parents, with as much information as they have, choose a school they feel best supports their child.
Often, the structure of that school (i.e. magnet, charter, neighborhood, etc.) is irrelevant. What matters
most is that the school nurtures and supports the students and families that enter the building each day.
However, the proposed budget makes inequitable investments in schools, often based on their
organizational structure. This reduces the viability of the few options that families have, especially in
Connecticut cities.



The proposed $4.6 million cut in state charter schools, $1.26 million cut in bilingual education and $200
thousand cut for the American School for the Deaf are prime examples of this inequity.

Focusing on the largest of those three cuts, state charter schools are already funded below the state’s
ECS formula foundational amount of $11,525. Each student receives a flat $11,250 from the state for
their education, far less than the host district where they live. For example, according to the School and
State Finance Project, Bridgeport Public Schools spends $14,241 per pupil, New Haven Public Schools
spends $18,381 per pupil, and Hartford Public Schools spends $19,616 per pupil. What do further cuts to
state charter schools mean for families? Often, their children must attend school in old buildings,
crowded together and with insufficient resources. It means that schools may not expand to the next
grade, leaving current students uncertain of their future. It means schools that have already gained
approval from the state cannot open because of insufficient funds.

And, even with the current inequitable financial structure, state charter schools consistently outperform
their host districts. These are just a few of the many examples of success and innovation from across the
state:
e Stamford Excellence is a CT School of Distinction and ranks among the top schools in the state
for academic performance.
e Former Integrated Day Charter School students rank among the highest-performing at Norwich
Free Academy
e Common Ground High School offers unique and experiential learning opportunities for students
through urban farming and environmentalism.

Instead of taking money away from an already underfunded state charter school system, Connecticut
should be making equitable investments in the very schools that innovate and produce positive results
for our students.

Kitchen Table Question #2: Are our schools accountable to us, the community?

The Commissioner’s Network is the main state-level intervention program for chronically
underperforming schools. The Network brings together stakeholders to identify issues and develop
solutions alongside the State Department of Education. Then, the schools are held accountable to their
improvement plans over a three to five year period.

The proposed budget adjustment strips $250,000 from the Commissioner’s Network. By reducing
support for this program, there are less opportunities for low-performing schools to improve, leaving
thousands of children in chronically underperforming schools in perpetuity. This makes schools less
accountable for their results and reduces faith in the system.

Instead, Connecticut should strengthen the Commissioner’s Network by investing more talent and
resources in our most underperforming schools. Other states, including Massachusetts, have
encouraged state-level accountability efforts through receivership and structural reform. These efforts
require adequate funding and have yielded long-term positive results for children, many of whom are






